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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply brief filed on 05/16/2006 has been entered and considered. 

With respect to the new grounds of rejection, Examiner respectfully disagrees with the arguments. According to MPEP 
1207.03 (UJ), "There is no new ground of rejection when the basic thrust of the rejection remains the same". Further "Where the 
statutory basis for the rejection remains the same, and the evidence relied upon in support of the rejection remains the same, a change 
in the discussion of, or rationale in support of, the rejection does not necessarily constitute a new ground of rejection". The Examiner 
cites addional teaching from the evidence (e.g. Bouvier reference) for a change in the discussion of, or rationale in support of the 
rejection in response to the applicants arguments. Therefore, the Examiner believes that the rejection should be sustained. 

The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences for decision on the appeal. 
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